

Application No. 


Applicant(s) 




Interview Summary 


10/797,164 


PFOST, DALE R. 


Examiner 


Art Unit 






Carla Myers 


1634 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1 ) Carla Myers . (3) . 

(2) Kevin McCabe . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 13 February 2007 . 

Type: a)IKI Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)D No. 

If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 34-40.53.55 and 56 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)Q was reached. g)[x] was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Discussed the basis of the enablement and written description rejections. . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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? y a ptof interview (telephonic. ^«^^SSL other PTO personnel, etc.) 
- An identification of the specific prior art discussed descnDUon of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/797,164 


Appticant(s) 

PFOST, DALE R. 


Examiner 

Carla Myers 


Art Unit 

1634 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1 ) Carla Myers . (3) Shameck Ghose . 

(2) Kevin McCabe . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 02 May 2007 . 

Type: a)^ Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)D No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: al[. 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)S was not reached. h)Q N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



CARLA J. MYERS V 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 

Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 

Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-413 (Rev. 04-03) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20070502 



Summary of Record of Merrier. Requirements 
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Tide 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)§ 1-133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) ^ a temenl of the reasons presented at the interview as 

warranting (avo,ableacUon must be tiled by the appucam. , M lurilmn 

37 CFR §1 2 Business to be transacted in wnl,n 9- their atlome ys or agents at the Patent and 

interview by checking ttte appropnate ^^XSfee provided for in Section 812*1 of ^^^^SSS^S^ below. Where the 

The Form provides for recordation of the fallowing information: 
AppTcXon Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 



Name of applicant 
Name of examiner 
Date of interview 



An identification of the specific prior art discussed rip e C ri D 0on of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

^^^oSM^^-" — , U„SO « 

^^v^--^^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/797,164 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant's representative stated that, as indicated in their response 
of February 28, 2007, the specification has enabled the full scope of the claimed invention and the claims meet the 
written description requirements. The examiner noted that the written description requirement is distinct from that of the 
enablement requirements and that the written description requirements have not been meet because Applicants have 
not disclosed a representative number of species required to practice the claimed method (i.e., genetic variants 
associated with a patient's response to a compound used to treat a pathology). Applicants representative indicated that 
the claims were not drawn to compositions and thereby there is no requirement to disclose particular genetic variants 
and compounds. The examiner stated that the fact that the claims are drawn to methods does not remove the 
requirement to meet the written description requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112 first paragraph. To practice the claimed 
methods requires knowledge of a genetic variation and a compound having a therapeutic efficacy correlated with the 
presence of a genetic variation. However, the specification provides only a prophetic example of genetic variations and 
compounds for treatment of a pathology. 



